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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1,6, 10-12, 16, 25-27, 32, 36-38, 42 and 77-92 are presented for 
examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. Tine following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the Invention was made. 

3. Claim 92 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Mishra 
et al. (US 6,178,424 B1), in view of "Official Notice". 

4. As per claim 92, Mishra teaches the invention substantially as claimed including 
a method, comprising of receiving a connection from a user, automatically subscribe to 
events on behalf of the user and delivering events and/or other web page content to the 
user [col. 5, lines 11-15 & 34-58; col. 7, lines 42-58; col. 8, lines 12-41]. 

5. Mishra does not specifically teach the network is Internet. "Official Notice" is 
taken that both the concept and advantages of providing for Internet is well known and 
expected in the art. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art 
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include Internet with Mishra's system because it would increase the efficiency and 
reliability of the system. 

6. Mishra does not specifically teach the client system having an embedded micro- 
server "Official Notice" is taken that both the concept and advantages of providing for 
embedded micro-server is well known and expected in the art. It would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art include embedded micro-server with 
Mishra's system because it would improve the performance of the entire system. 

7. Claims 1 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mishra et al. (US 6,91 0,070) in view of Langseth et al. (US 6,671 ,715). 

8. As per claim 1, Mishra teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a 
method comprising: 

organizing the received information into a set of topics [col. 6, lines 1 1-39]; 

facilitating a user to persistently subscribe to information based on at least one 
topic selected from among the set of topics [col. 5, lines 1 1-15 & 34-58; col. 7, lines 42- 
58; col. 8, lines 12-41]; and 

delivering the event to the user via the Internet immediately upon detection 
based on a subscription to a topic, wherein delivering the event to the user is not reply 
to a request from the user [col. 6, line 40 - col. 7, line 6]. 
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9. Mishra does not specifically teach the step of monitoring and detecting 
publication of information. However, Langseth on the other hand teaches the step of 
monitoring and detecting publication of information [col. 3, lines 32-35; col. 5, line 59 - 
col. 6, line 10]. However, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to include Langseth's monitoring step in Mishra's 
system because doing so would enable the system to obtain latest publication 
information in real time. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
modify Mishra's system to provide the best sen/ice to user. 

10. As per claim 6, Mishra teaches organizing information into non-events, alerts, 
messages, queries, data, data contents, streams or queues [col. 1, lines 39-51]. 

11. Claims 10-12, 16, 25-27, 32, 36-38, 42 and 77-91 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Mishra et al. (US 6,178,424 B1) in view of Langseth 
et al. (US 6,671,715) as applied to claims 1, 6 and 11-12 above, in view of "Official 
Notice". 

12. As per claim 10, Mishra and Langseth teach the invention substantially as 
claimed in claim 1 . Both references do not specifically teach organizing events based on 
URL. "Official Notice" is taken that both the concept and advantages of providing for 
URL is well known and expected in the art. It would have been obvious to a person of 
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ordinary skill in the art include URL with Mishra/Langseth's system because it would 
make the organizing procedure less complicated. 

13. As per claims 1 1 and 12, Mishra and Langseth teach facilitating a user to 
persistently subscribe to a source locator, emails address, a name or a location and to 
specify a level of Interest in the web user [col. 7, line 59 - col. 8, line 1 1 ; col. 8, lines 34- 
41]. However, both references do not specifically teach organizing events based on 
URL. "Official Notice" is taken that both the concept and advantages of providing for 
URL is well known and expected in the art. It would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art include URL with Mishra/Langseth's system because it would 
make the organizing procedure less complicated. 

14. As per claim 16, Mishra and Langseth teach the invention substantially as 
claimed in claim 1 . Additionally, Mishra teaches the step of registering a user's device 
and establishing preferences for routing information to the user [col. 4, lines 38-48]. 
However, both references do not specifically teach the user's device including a pager, 
cellular telephone etc. "Official Notice" is taken that both the concept and advantages of 
providing for pager, cellular telephone etc. devices are well known and expected in the 
art. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art include pager, 
cellular telephone etc. devices with Mishra/Langseth's system because it would improve 
the capability of the system. 
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15. As per claims 25 and 26, Mishra and Langseth teach the invention substantially 
as claimed in claim 1. However, both references do not specifically teach the client 
system having an embedded micro-server. "Official Notice" is taken that both the 
concept and advantages of providing for embedded micro-server is well known and 
expected in the art. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art 
include embedded micro-server with Mishra/Langseth's system because it would 
improve the performance of the entire system. 

16. As per claims 27 and 85, Mishra teaches the invention substantially as claimed 
including a method comprising: 

organizing the detected information into at least one event and routing the event 
to a set of topics [col, 6, lines 11-39]; 

facilitating at least one client to persistently subscribe to information based on at 
least one topic selected from among the set of topics [col. 5, lines 1 1-1 5 & 34-58; col. 7, 
lines 42-58; col. 8, lines 12-41]; and 

delivering the event via the network information to the client immediately upon 
detection based on a subscription to a topic, wherein delivering the event to the client is 
initiated by server, and wherein the client does not include a programmed request 
and/or a poll for the event [col. 6,, line 40 - col. 7, line 6]. 

1 7. Mishra does not specifically teach the step of monitoring and detecting 
publication of information. However, Langseth on the other hand teaches the step of 
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monitoring and detecting publication of information [col. 3, lines 32-35; coL 5, line 59 - 
col. 6, line 10]. However, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to include Langseth's monitoring step in Mishra's 
system because doing so would enable the system to obtain latest publication 
information in real time. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
modify Mishra's system to provide the best service to user. 

18. Both references do not specifically teach the network is Internet. "Official Notice" 
is taken that both the concept and advantages of providing for Internet is well known 
and expected in the art. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art include Internet with Mishra/Langseth's system because it would increase the 
efficiency and reliability of the system. 

19. As per claim 32, Mishra teaches organizing information into non-events, alerts, 
messages, queries, data, data contents, streams or queues [col. 1, lines 39-51]. 

20. As per claim 36, Mishra and Langseth teach the invention substantially as 
claimed in claim 1 . Both references do not specifically teach organizing events based on 
URL. "Official Notice" is taken that both the concept and advantages of providing for 
URL is well known and expected in the art. It would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art include URL with Mishra/Langseth's system because it would 
make the organizing procedure less complicated. 
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21 . As per claims 37 and 38, Mishra and Langseth teach facilitating a user to 
persistently subscribe to a source locator, emails address, a name or a location and to 
specify a level of interest in the web user [col. 7, line 59 - col. 8, line 1 1 ; col. 8, lines 34- 
41]. However, Both references do not specifically teach organizing events based on 
URL. "Official Notice" is taken that both the concept and advantages of providing for 
URL is well known and expected in the art. It would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art include URL with Mishra/Langseth's system because it would 
make the organizing procedure less complicated. 

22. As per claim 42, Mishra and Langseth teach the invention substantially as 
claimed in claim 1. Additionally, Mishra teaches the step of registering a user's device 
and establishing preferences for routing information to the user [col. 4, lines 38-48]. 
However, Both references do not specifically teach the user's device including a pager, 
cellular telephone etc. "Official Notice" is taken that both the concept and advantages of 
providing for pager, cellular telephone etc. devices are well known and expected in the 
art. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art include pager, 
cellular telephone etc. devices with Mishra/Langseth's system because it would improve 
the capability of the system. 

23. As per claim 77, Mishra teaches the step of delivering the at least one event from 
multiple subscriptions to the client using a single connection [col. 6, lines 40-63]. 
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24. As per claim 78, Mishra teaches the step of delivering a first event via the 
network once and a second event via the network once, the first event being different 
from the second event [col. 5, lines 11-15]. 

25. As per claim 79, Mishra teaches the step of re-establishing a broken connection 
while delivering the at least one event to the client once [col. 5, lines 50-54]. 

26. As per claim 80, Mishra and Langseth teach the invention substantially as 
claimed in claim 27. Both references do not specifically teach the client system having 
an embedded micro-server. However, "Official Notice" is taken that both the concept 
and advantages of providing for embedded micro-server is well known and expected in 
the art. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art include 
embedded micro-server with Mishra/Langseth's system because it would improve the 
performance of the entire system. 

27. As per claims 81 and 82, Mishra teaches delivering the at least one event to a 
web browser at the client [col. 6, lines 40-63]. 

28. As per claims 83 and 84, Mishra and Langseth teach the invention substantially 
as claimed in claim 1 . Both references do not specifically teach organizing events based 
on URL. However, "Official Notice" is taken that both the concept and advantages of 
providing for URL is well known and expected in the art. It would have been obvious to 
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a person of ordinary skill in the art include URL with Mishra/Langseth's system because 
it would make the organizing procedure less complicated. 

29. As per claims 86-87 and 91 , Mishra teaches the invention substantially as 
claimed including a method comprising: 

organizing the detected information into at least one event and routing the event 
to a set of topics [col. 6, lines 1 1-39]; 

facilitating at least one client to persistently subscribe to information based on at 
least one topic selected from among the set of topics [col. 5, lines 11-15 & 34-58; col. 7, 
lines 42-58; col. 8, lines 12-41]; and 

delivering the event via the network information to the client immediately upon 
detection based on a subscription to a topic, wherein delivering the event to the client is 
initiated by server, and wherein the client does not include a programmed request 
and/or a poll for the event [col. 6, line 40 - col. 7, line 6]. 

30. Mishra does not specifically teach the step of monitoring and detecting 
publication of information. However, Langseth on the other hand teaches the step of 
monitoring and detecting publication of information [col. 3, Jines 32-35; col. 5, line 59 - 
col. 6, line 10]. However, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to include Langseth's monitoring step in Mishra's 
system because doing so would enable the system to obtain latest publication 
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information in real time. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
modify Mishra's system to provide the best service to user. 

31 . Both references do not specifically teach the transmitting protocol is web 
protocol. "Official Notice" is taken that both the concept and advantages of providing for 
web protocol is well known and expected in the art. It would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art include web protocol with Mishra/Langseth's system 
because it would make the system more efficiency and reliable. 

32. As per claim 88, Mishra teaches the step of delivering a first event via the 
network once and a second event via the network once, the first event being different 
from the second event [col. 5, lines 11-15]. 

33. As per claim 89, Mishra teaches the step of re-establishing a broken connection 
while delivering the at least one event to the client once [col. 5, lines 50-54]. 

34. As per claim 90, Mishra teaches delivering the at least one event to a web 
browser at the client [col. 6, lines 40-63]. 

Conclusion 

35. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jinsong Hu whose telephone number is (571 ) 272-3965. 
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The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 AM - 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nathan Flynn can be reached on (571) 272-1915. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Jipsong Hu 



August 17, 2007 



